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He 


aices and that he is not guilty| 


of egligence if he does not select 
‘he wisest course or makes an 
Aonest mistake of judgment. The 


cour r jury . 
ut further charged the jUry| Parsons Reappointed As| 


t+ 


vas for them to determine 
Whether an emergency existed as 


to any of the defendants and if} 


they so found as to any defen- 

dant, whether that emergency | 

Was without fault on his part 
Appellants assert this was error | 


vices to those who need them but 





(Continued on page 4, col. 3). 











Attorney General 





In the only business before the 
Senate Tuesday, other than 
|Governor Driscoll’s inaugural | 
| address, the Senate received and 


come a part of the continuous 
‘function of the courts to provide 
|for the practice and procedure 
{in the courts. 


| 

“The role of the State. Bar As- 
sociation in connection with 
| Titles 2 and 3 would be, as we see 
jit, first, to organize the bar in 
;getting out a tentative draft of 
the new statutes and rules taking 


| the place of these Titles, and, 


and rely on Hart v. New Jersey, | promptly confirmed the nomin- second, of organizing a critique 
134 N.J.L. 151 for the proposition | ation of Attorney General Theo- | of that draft so as to bring it as 


that the 
fmergency is applicable only to 


term. 


doctrine of sudden|dore D. Parsons for a second nearly as possible to the point of| 
| perfection before it is adopted.| February 14th, instead. 


ties of the section. 


Supreme Court and 
Appellate Division to Sit 
February 14th 


Since Monday, February 13, i 
a holiday (Lincoln’s Birthday 
celebrated) there will be no 
court sessions on that day in any 
court .The Supreme Court and 
the Appellate Division will sit to 
hear arguments on Tuesday, | 


without thanks. The causes of 
labor and of minority groups are 
now championed with conspicu- 
ous competence as well as zeal. 
Legal aid societies, fostered in 
large part by members of the 
Bar, try to see that poverty does 
not work a denial of legal ser- 
vice. The development of this 
service was, aS we all know, im- 
mensely stimulated by the sur- 
vey called “Justice and the 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





ADMINISTRATIVE LAW — AP- 
PEAL — A reversal and remand 
of an administrative resolution 


for failure to state findings of | 


required jurisdictional facts, 
does not prevent the adminis- 
trative tribunal from receiving 
and considering additional evi- 
dence after the remand. 
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW— While 
an administrative tribunal may 
reconsider its decision made on 
the merits after hearing, it 
cannot reverse its action with- 
out notice to the parties and 
an opportunity to be heard. 
Digested from an opinion by 
Case, J.. rendered Jan. 9, 1950. 
Supreme Court. Protomastro Vv. 
Hoboken. For appellants Ed- 
ward Stover. For respondents 
Nieholas S. Schloeder (Levenson 


& Levenson, and Dominick R. 
Rinaldi, attys.). 
Avenel Industrial Realty Co. 


applied for a variance from the 


Hoboken Zoning ordinance to 
permit it to erect a super mar- 
ket. The Board of Adjustment, 


after a hearing, granted the var- 
iance. On review obtained by the 
objectors, the appellate division 
set aside the variance on the 
ground the resolution granting 
it did not contain a finding that 
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i of 


i further 
| the 
j}ed, denied 
| was nothing in the Appellate Di- | 
the | 
hold- ; 


be- | 


| ‘a literal enforcement of the pro- 
visions of the ordinance will re- 
sult in unnecessary hardship” 
and remanded the matter 
further action in accordance with 
this opinion”. 

On Feb. 1, 1947, the Board held 
a further hearing. Two days 
later, on Feb. 3, the board voted 
3 against and 2 for the variance. 

Avenel then gave notice to the 
Eoard that it would make appli- 
cation to the Appellate Division 
for directions. Thereupon, on 
March 9, the Board met without 
notice to the objectors and by 
a vote of 4 granted the variance 
The resolution stated the action 
of Feb. 1 and Feb. 3 had been 


taken under a misapprehension | 
Appellate | 


the 

and 
advised 
confined 


the effect of 
Divison’s opinion 
Eoard had been 
was thereunder 
consideration of the record 
evidence adduced on the 
ings in 1847. The objectors then 
took the record to the Superior 
Court in a proceeding in lieu of 
certiorari and appea! from the 
affi:mance there made 

Held: The Eoar4, in its reso- 
lution of March 9 acted upon a 
mistaken conception of the law. 
After the remand from the Ap- 
pellate Division the Board held 
hearings and ed on 
evidence 
variance. 


the 
it 


that 
that 
to 

and 


DaS 
additional 
the 


opinion narrowing 
jurisdiction. The 
was that 
must 


vision’s 
Board's 
ing therein merely 
fore the Board could act it 
find the jurisdictional facts 
quired by statute. By the remand, 


the proceeding was kept alive 
for such further action as was in 
accordance with the Appellate 
Division’s opinion. No relevant 
procedure which was within the 
province of the Board would be 
discordant with the opinion, so 


lone as the final action was not, 


+ 


the ¢ranting of a variance with- 
oul Sa 


a finding the necessary 
jurisdictional facts. 

The March 9th resolution does 
not indicate a change in the 
Eoard's conclusion that the vari- 
ance ought to be denied but 
aiher that the granting of the 


of 
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“for 


a. 


hear- | 


adduc- | 
There | 


re- 


¢ 
| variance had to be made because 
'it could not consider the proofs 
'adduced on Feb. 1. This was in- 
correct. 

While the Board had jurisdic- 
tion to reconsider its decision of 
Feo. 3, having heard the evidence 
|and reached a conclusion on the 
merits, it could not reverse its 
acticn without notice to the par- 
ties and an opportunity to be 
heard. 

2eversed. 
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DIVORCE—HUSBAND and WIFE 
—An order to enjoin a spouse 
from proceeding with a foreign 
divorce or to invalidate a for- 
eign divorce may be initiated 
by publication and substituted 
service, but substituted service 
on an absent defendant with- 
out publication is insufficient 
to confer jurisdiction on our 
court. 

—A supplemental bill in a matri- 
monial action against an ab- 
sent defendant must be served 
on the defendant in accord- 
ance with the rules governing 
service of original process or 
there is procedural lack of due 
process. 

—A decree of divorce of a foreign 
state based upon the bona fide 
domicile therein of the plain- 
tiff, must be given full faith 
and credit. 

|_A wife may obtain a valid and 
enforceable decree of divorce 
in a foreign state by establish- 
ing a bona fide residence there- 
in, even if her husband remains 
in New Jersey, has not con- 
sented to her departure, and 
has not committed any matri- 
monial offense under our laws. 

—To confer jurisdiction on a 
court of another state to grant 
a divorce all that is necessary 
is that the divorce seeking 
spouse move to that state with 
a bona fide intention of resid- 





| 


ing there permanently or in- 
| definitely. 

Digested from an opinion by 
|Colie, J.A.D., rendered Jan. 10, 


1950 Div. Shepard v. 
Ward. For appellant—George W. 
C. McCarter (McCarter, English 
& Studer, attys.). For respondent 
Dougal Herr 
Appellant and respondent were 
husband and wife and resided in 


Appellate 


| 
| 
| 


| Morristown until August 1946, 
when aprellant returned to her 
mother’s home. In October 1947 


to Florida and on 
i; April 14, 1948 commenced a di- 
vorce action there against 
spondent. Respondent was serv- 
ed in that action by publication 
jand substituted service. He did 
not appear in the action but in- 
stead countered with a suit in 
our Chancery Court to restrain 
appellant from proceeding with 
the Florida action. Appellant in 
the meantime secured permanent 
employment in Florida, leased 
an apartment there, and also 
arranged for the purchase of a 
home there by her parents. The 
Florida action resulted in a de- 
cree of divorce on June 14, 1948 
and four days later appellant, 
while still in Florida, commenced 
a suit for alimony against respon- 
'dent in our Court of Chancery. 


appellant went 


re- 





Respondent answered that (1) 
appellant could not acquire a 


Florida domicile without his con- 
sent or without proof that he 
had committed a matrimonial 
offense under New Jersey law 
and (2) the Florida divorce was 
obtained in disregard of prelim- 
inary injunction issued in his 
suit here. 

The injunction proceedings 
were initiated by publication and 


registered mail. In September 
1948, respondent filed a supple- 
mental bill in his injunction suit 
setting up that appellant had 
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notice to appellant in Florida by | 





secured a divorce in Florida con- | 


trary to the temporary injunction | 


and asking that the Florida de- 
cree be adjudged of no force in| 
this state. Notice of the filing| 
of the supplemental bill was given 
to appellant by registered mail| 


in Florida but there was no pub- 
lication. Appellant did not re- 
turn to New Jersey until 1949 
and then only for the purpose 
of the pending litigation. No 
answer was filed to either the 
original or supplemental bill and 
on Dec. 15, 1948 an ex parte 


was entered declaring 
decree void because 
bona fide resi- 


judgment 
the Florida 
of absence of a 
dence in Florida by appellant. 
After entry of this judgment, 
respondent filed an amended an- 
swer in the alimony suit setting 
up this judgment 
On the same date that res 
dent filed his supplemental bill 
in the injunction action, he also 
filed an action for divorce based 
on. desertion. Appellant filed 
answer in this action setting up 
(1) there no jurisdiction in 
the court her as had 
not been serv personally and 
(2) the Florida decree was en- 
titled full faith and credit, 
hence there was no n 
dissolve 
The Court 
dismissing appell 
alimony l 


ment 


har 
as Dal 


a 


pon- | 





was 
she 
ly 


over 
red 


to 


larrlage to 


judgment 
action for 
awarded a judg- 
respondent. 


both 








of divorce to 
vy 


Appellant 
these judgments. 

Held: the original 
tion suit appellant w 


in by publi 


appeals from 


In Injunc- 
brought 
ion and substituted 


iS 
c 








service and the restraint against 
further prosecution of the Flor- 
ida action was valid. But there 
was no publication as to the sup- 
ylemental bill and R.S. 2:29-28 
requires service on absent defen- 
lants either personally, or by 


pubdlication during four 
ive weeks in a newspaper in 
State designated by the order for 
publication. The supplemental 
bill was not served personally on 
appellant and since there was no 
puclication, the proceedings bas- 
ed on the supplemental bill are 
void for procedural la of due 
process. 

The judgments under appeal 
were based on two holdings: (1) 
that the question of appellant's 
domicile was res adjudicata by 
the finding in the injunction suit 
and (2) upon a finding of fact 
in the divorce action that appel- 
lant’s Florida residence was not 
bona fide. As stated, the judg- 
ment in the injunction suit is 
void for lack of procedural due 
process and it is therefore not 
res adjudicata. 

A bona fide domicile is a sine 
qua non toa valid foreign divorce 
decree which will be entitled to 
full faith and credit and the 
question of the existence of such 
bona fide domicile in the foreign 
state may be inquired into by our} 
courts. The court below found 
appellant had not become a bona 
fide resident of Florida. This 
finding is not supported by the 
proofs and facts. Appellant’s 
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Wachenfeld Reelected 
Vice President of N.Y. 
Law Alumni Ass'n 





































t 
Last year’s officers of the Lage °U4 
Alumni Association of New Yo “ec 
University have been reelect hi 
to office to complete tpl? 
$3,000,000 Law Center campaizgr® ©” 
The officers include Honorad pach 
Anthony P. Savarese, who ny 
elected president for the fit of 
consecutive year, and three vi ‘i 
presidents, Hon William ie 
Wachenfeld, Rose Lehman Stz2 “ 
and Murry C. Becker. - 
Nat H. Hentel, and Ernest F 
Strand, were elected secreta; h 
and treasurer respectively. es 
In announcing the elect es 
results, the Board of Directo ni 
Stated that the same office bi 
were returned to their posts 
maintain continuity and dire n 
tion of leadership during ) 
next year when the fin su 
$1,000,000 must be collected 1a 


the new $3,000,000 Law Center 4 pire! 
be constructed Washing’ dh ose 
Square South. 


on 








domicile in Florida was bona fig 
and conferred jurisdiction on :¥ 
courts of that state to ente 


decree of divorce. 
Respondent argues appella 
was incompetent acquire 
separate domicile in Florida 
the purposes of divorce with 
his consent Was guil 
of a matrimonial offense. Sus 
was our rule before the Willian 
v. North Carolina case. (317 U 
'. Since that decision, hoy 
ever, our rule and public poli 
as expressed in R.S. 2:50-35, mu 
give way the faith 
‘redit clause of our Federal Cor 
stitution. See Peff v. Peff, 2 N 
913. The rule now is that a} 
son may move another sta 
avail himself divor 
and a so obtaine 
will be given faith and cred 
if based on a bona fide residen 
there. In order to effect 
change of domicile and con! 
jurisdiction on the other sta 
there must only exist on the pa 
of the divorce-seeking spouss 
bona fide intention to live at 
divorce forum permanently 
indefinitely. , 
The judgment granting resp ye 
dent a divorce is reversed with. 
out costs. The judgment dismis# 
ing appellants’ alimony action 
reversed and remanded for 
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propriate action At 4 
No counsel fees allowed on :} = 
appeal. a 
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WANT 
SOMEONE 
LOCATED? 


TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA 
513 Madison Av., N. Y. 22, N. ¥ 






































Phone: Mitchell 2-0395 


in all phases of 





SYLVIA C. BERKOWITZ, LL.B. 


PUBLIC STENOGRAPHER 
ANNOUNCES THE OPENING OF OFFICES AT 
Room 534, 24 Commerce Street, Newark, N. J. 
15 years experience rendering secretarial services to lawyers. Experience 1 
legal secretarial 
instruments, pleadings in all courts and before all boards. 
Mimeographing. Dictaphone. 














work, including conveyancing 























Courts. 
CERTIFICATES of regularity 
Standing. 


Courts. 
INFORMATION and forms in 
Trenton. 


NATIONAL NEWARK & 
ESSEX BLDG., 
NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Tel. MArket 3-2200 


Prompt — Accurate — Reasonable 
ABSTRACTS of proceedings in Superior and United States 


SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States 


THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. 

















of proceedings or corporate 


any of the departments at 


TRENTON TRUST BLDG. 
TRENTON 8, N. J. 
Tel. Trenton 8439 
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LAWYER REFERENCE PLANS 


oy methods that bring the pro- 
no credit. The lower-in- 
come lawyers, who are not al- 
ways either the less competent 
trustworthy ones, need 
. While clients are in need 


:€ssion 
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Lawyer Reference Service Helps 
To Solve Problem 


Let us look at the reference 
rvi from the viewpoint of 
yersons whose means are small 
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Largest title plant in the State 


COMPLETE, COOPERATIVE 
STATEWIDE SERVICE 
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New JERSEY REALTY TITLE 
INSURANCE COMPANY | 
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| Attorney General's Opinions 


FORMAL OPINION 1950 - NO. 3 
Hon. Robert B. Meyner 
Senator, Warren County 

Reference is made to your let- 
ter of December 
written on behalf of the Demo- 
cratic members of the 1950 Sen- 
ate. 

The real issue presented by 
your letter, as we understand it, 
is whether it is the intendment 
of Article IV, Section IV, para- 
graph 4, of the Constitution of 


1947, that the demand of one- 
fifth of the members present 
that the yeas and nays be en- 
tered on the journal itself 


effective to force a roll call on 
any question not otherwise prop- 
erly before the house for a vote. 
That paragraph reads: 

Each 


journal 


house shall keep a 
ol and 


its proceedings, 





from time to time publish the 
same. The yeas and nays of 
the members of eith house 
on any question sha'l, on de- 
mand of one-fifth of those 
present, be entered on the 
iournal. (Boldface ours.) 

Our opinion is I e ad- 
vise you, that the bvi in- 
tendment of Article IV, Section 
IV, paragraph 4, of C - 
tu ( 1947, is O- 
eealng nust be oF 
vnere, in aue co ion 
$s properly before e for 

1 Ci before )] 
yne- 1 he e- 
S be eff h 
ae nav ae 
nter on the jo 

Article IV, S« - 
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only the organized B 


welfare 





|and conditions which o long 
neglected may be exploited to 


plague our profession 








—We Cooperate With Attorneys— 


SARASOHN & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 


786 Broad Street, 
Newark 2, N. J. 


MArket 3-3213-4 














fourteenth, | 


serted in the, constitution of a 
State, it has been doubted, 
whether it was competent for 
the legislature of such State, 
by law, to provide rules for 
the government of its respec- 
tive branches, which should 
bind them and supersede their 
authority to mak@ rules for 
themselves. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Senate Rule 18, to which you} 


refer in your letter and which 
you contend “is modified by 


Rule 66 and paragraph 4 of Sec. | 


IV of Article IV of the Consti- 


tution” (said paragraph 4 being 


incorporated by reference in|} 
said Rule 66), provides: 
Committee reports upon 
bills, joint resolutions and 
concurrent resolutions of 
either House shall be in writ- 
ing and shall show whether 
the same are reported upon 
favorably or otherwise, and 


how each member signing the 
report voted upon the question 
of the report. and upon writ- 
ten request of eleven Senators 
to the Chairman of a Com- 
mittee to which such bill or 
resolution shall have been re- 
ferred, the Committee shall 
forthwith report the same. 
(Boldface ours.) 


Senate Rule 
hl 


18 is not 


ably at variance with the said 

paragraph of the Constitution 
IV:IV-4). In the absence 0 

constitutional specifications for 

or restrain Ss upon, legislative 

comn regards t reat- 

mer measul con ed ) 
en perceive in 18 








la n 1 States Su- 

preme Court said, in United 

tates v. Ballin, 144 U.S.1, 5: 
Nai} 7 


Neither do the advantages 


S 


or disadvantages, the wisdom 
or folly, of ...a rule present 
any matters for judicial con- 
sideration. With the courts the 
question is only one of power. 
The Constitution empowers 
each house to determine its 
rules of proceedings. It may 
not by its rules ignore con- 
stitutional restraints or vio- 
late fundamental right, and 
there should be a reasonable 
relation between the mode or 
method of proceeding estab- 
lished by the rule and the re- 
sult which is sought to be at- 
tained. But within these limi- 
tations all matters of method 
are open to the determination 
of the house, and it is no im- 
peachment of the rule to say 
that some other way would be 
better, more accurate or even 
more just. It is no objection to 





the validity of a rule that a 
different one has been pre- 
scribed and in force for a 
length of time. The power to 
make rules is not one which 
when once exercised is ex- 
hausted. It is a continuous 
; 


power 


always subject to be 





exercised by the hous and 
itation sug- 

and beyond 

any other 




















We conclude by emphasizing 
that the Senate. as one of the 
independent houses of the Leg- 
i ure, has exclusive authority 

detern the rules of its 
proceedir nd that this 
yt to be interpreted 
in r on on our part 
concernir e policy of the 
Senate 0 procedures which 
rit ole discretion of 

bi 


Theodore D. Parsons 
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“oputy Attorney General 
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PHILIP FIERSTEIN & 


No applications Required on Fiduciary Bonds of $5,000 or less 
i7 ACADEMY ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. 
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In our 138th year we are deeply 


mindful of our responsibility to— 
and cur part in—the development 
of the village that has become the 
vibrant city of Newark. 


WILL REVISION 


We periodically suggest to our customers 
the reasons why wills should be reviewed, 
and revised if necessary by having the 
customer’s own attorney draw a new 
will. Officers of the National State Bank 


do not draw wills or practice law. 


NATIONAL STATE BANK 


(Department of Estates & Trusts) 
810,BROAD ST., NEWARK I, N. J. 


Member Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
Charter Me..ber—Newark Clearing House Association 
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A Proposed Improvement in the Jury System 


The program of court refo 


which was inaugurated by the 


Constitution of 1847 has been primarily concerned with the roles 
played by the judge and the lawyer in the trial of an action. It is 
important that the role of a third participant, the jury, be not 
overlooked. We all recognize the fact, very likely as a result of 
bitter experience, that in the averaze trial at law, despite the ex- 
cellence of the performance of a lawyer or even the judge, the 
ultimate decisign of whether justice or injustice shall be meted out 
to the litigants lies within the control of the jury. In the develop- 
ment of an entire system of administering justice, the importance 


ef efficiency and high principles in the administration of 
system cannot be overestimated. 


At the present time our 
commissioners in each county. 
by and with the consent 
provides 
political 
sheriff, 


party, 
and shall 


A bill, 


the statute to provide for the 


jury 
who are appointed by the 
of the Senate. 
that the commissioners shall not be 
shall not hold any 
not be licensed to practice law in this State 


the jury 


ted by two jury 
» Governor 


RS. 2:8 


panels are selec 


The statute, 3. 2:87-1 


members of the same 


f 


public office other than that of 


S-92, was introduced into the Senate last year to amend 
appointment 


of commissioners of 


juries by the Supreme Court rather than by the Governor. The bill 
carries out a recommendation adopted by the American Bar As- 


sociation in 1938. The 


statement 


to the bill indicated that the 


proposed amendment met with the approval of the Governor, but 
the bill was never reported out of committee. We believe this bill 
should receive favorable action for two prinzipal reasons. 


First, as heretofore noted, the jury system is not an independent 


system; it performs a function, 
judges perform their functions, 
administration of justice. 
judicial system that the 


process shall be centered in the Supreme Court. 


carries out that intent. 


Secondly, the importance of the function of a jury 


in the same way 
in an integrated process for the 

It is the intent and spirit of our new 
administration of the entire 


as lawyers and 


integrated 
The proposed bill 


co:¢nmission- 


er in the judicial system is so great that he should be removed, as 
far as humanly possible, from the pressures and influences to which 
a person holding political office is often subjected. The jury system 


is one of the basic pillars of a f 


ree society. 


Its administration must 


be kept at all times at the highest possible level, and must never be 


permitted to become suspect in the eyes of the public. 


The pro- 


posed bill would help to insure the continued strength and integrity 


e{ our system. 





Additional State Bar Committee Appointments 


Robert K. Bell, of Ocean City, 
President of the New Jersey State 
Bar Association, has announced 
the appointment of the follow- 
ing committees: 


Special Committee on Labor 
Relations: 
Chairman, 
ag Bridgeton; 

. Jr., Camden; 
sie Bridgeton; 
New Brunswick; William Lipkin, 
Camden; Philip L. Lipman, Vine- 
land; H. Collin Minton, Jr., Tren- 


South River; Harry 


Joshua V. Davi- 


ton; Thomas L. Parsonnet, New- 
ark: John F. Quinn, Clifton; 
Nathan Ravin, Newark; Milton 


Rozenkranz, Jersey City; Julius 
Sklar, Camden; Charles R. Sper- 
ling, Princeton; Frederick G. 
Stickel, 3rd, Newark; Herman 
Winard, Newark. 


Committee on Public Rela- 
tions: John H. Yauch, Jr., Chair- 
man, Newark; Peter P. Artaserse, 
Jersey City; Fannie B. Besser, 
Newark; Jack Feinberg, Bay- 
onne; Daniel L. Golden, South 
River; Jerome L. Kessler, New- 
ark; Victor R. King, Plainfield; 


Russell Fleming, 


Benjamin Kleinberg, | 
| Richard Kafes, Trenton: 
F. Morse Arch- | 


‘J. Cine Simon, Camden: Robert 


S. Snevily, Westfield. 


Special Committee on Integra- 
tion of the Bar: Harry Green, 
Chairman, Red Bank; John H. 
Beekman, Jr., Somerville; Wil- 
liam F. Johnson, Paterson: J. 
French 
B. Loveland, Ocean City: George 
D. McLaughlin, Newark; Charles 


A. Rooney, Jersey City; Jacob 
|Stam, Paterson; Bernard W. 
Vogel; Perth Amboy. 





Special Committee on Federal 
& State Taxation: Sydney A. 
Gutkin, Chairman, Newark; Rey- 
nier J. Wortendyke, Jr., Newark: 
Alton V. Evans, Long Branch; 
Samuel J. Foosaner, Newark; 
Charles M. Grosman, Newark; | 
Samuel P. Hagerman, Black- | 
wood: H. Albert Hyett, Atlantic 
City; Thomas J. Kelly, Phillips- 
burg; Milton J. Lesnik, Newark; 
George B. Marshall, Woodbury; 
William A. Moore, Trenton; Lewis 
D. Mowry, Jr., Englewood; Albert | 


L. Simpson, Union; Samuel S.| 
Starr. Newark; David Beck, 
Newark. 


Hudson County Bar 
Bulletin 


Notice of Monthly Meeting 

Thursday, January 19, 
8. P.M. at 930 Bergen Avenue, 
Jersey City, N. J. 

Installation of Officers & 

Trustees 

The highlight of this meeting 
will be the installation of the 
Officers and Trustees. The cere- 
monies will conducted by 
Superior Court Judge William J. 
Brennan, Jr. 

Hospitalization 

Prior to 1950, 
our Association were enrolled in 
the Hospital Plan. In order to 
avoid paying the increased rates 
which into effect this year, 
the Secretary took upon 
self the tremendous job of trans- 
ferring the payment of the 
premiums from direct billing to 
a group billing. Leaflet, applica- 
tion and letter were sent to over 
700 members of our Association 

this included those not in good 
standing advising 
everybody now enrolled must 
send in an application together 
with check by not later than 
January 12, 1950. As the bulletin 
goes to press, only 
tions have been re 
much difficulty an 
January 23, 1950 has 
tained, and unless the quota is 
reached by said date, we all go 
cack on the old Plan and pay 
the increased rates 

Past Presidents 

Rather than having a sched- 
uled speaker, it has been decided 
to honor our Past Presidents at 
this meeting. The President- 

has invited 


the following, 
Known, living Past Presidents to 
ittend the meeti 


ing and say a 
few words, if they desire, or take 
a bow: 


Peter 


he 
ce 


£0 


ceived. After 
extension to 
been ob- 


P. Artaserse, William T. 
Cahill, Jack — Frank 
Hastings, Edward Hollander, 
Fred Hor kins, Edmund S. John- 
son, Charles W. Kappes, Harry 
Lane, J. Lichtenstein, M. Lester 
Lynch, Edward Markley, Aaron 
Melniker, A. E. Modarelli, George 
Moser, John J. Murphy, Thomas 
T. McAleer. 
N. L. Paladeau, Jr., Alexander 
seclow, Mark A. Sullivan, Samuel 
Tartalsky and August Ziegener. 

If you scan the list you will 
see that all have done very well 
financially, politically, profes- 


sionally and otherwise. It pays | 


to become active in our Associa- 
tion and strive for the Presi- 
dency. 


Law Library 


Thanks are extended to Wil-| 


for 
of 


of Hoboken, 
set 


S. Stuhr, 
one complete 


liam 
donating 


American and English Encyl. of | 


Law (2nd Ed.) and one set of 
Encyclopedia of Forms. 
Alex R. DeSevo, Secretary 


Legal Aid 


(Continued from page 1) 


who cannot 
where. 


obtain them else- 


“The state association is seek- | 


ing to have the Legal Aid Society 
in each county organized as a 
charitable rporation, which, 
upon its seater. would 
normally become a member of 
the local Community Chest. 

“In larger communities 


roughly those with a population | 


of 100,000 more—experience 
throughout the country 
shown that the volume of work 
is sufficient to warrant the estab- 
lishment of an office open during | 
normal business hours, and staff- | 


or 


ied by a full-time lawyer and sten- 


ographer. An organization of this 
kind should be the goal in the 
larger communities of New Jer- 
sey. This, incidentally is the sys- 
tem used in the long established 
Essex County Legal Aid Society 
in Newark and it is the system 
most approved by the National 
Legal Aid Association, and by the 


| American Bar Association’s Com- 
‘mittee on Legal Aid Work. 


1950, | 


296 members of | 


him-} 


them that | 


100 applica- |} 


Edward J. O'Mara, | 


has} 


Book Review -- Measure of Progress 





| 
| 


Edited by 
Judicial 


|}cial Administration” 
|} Arthur T. Vanderbilt. 


|The Law Center of New York 
University for the National Con- 
| ference of Judicial Councils. 
New Jersey’s Chief Justice, 
Arthur T. Vanderbilt, has pro- 
vided in one volume of moderate 
iength a series of reports and 
recommendations dealing with 
‘the minimum standards that 
were needed in a practical way 
to make our court procedure 
work in the twentieth century” 
with a clear, succinct analysis 
aS to the extent to which each 
| state in the Union measures up 
to these minimum = standards. 
Vanderbilt's introduction and 
the commentary accompanying 
the analysis, together with the 
62 maps which tell so much in 
so little space, should sustain a 
live interest in this subject in 
every lawyer and judge who re- 
gards his calling as a profession 
in its finest sense and not simply 
aS a business or source of liveli- 
hood. 
| The year 
ginning of 
struggle for 
form in 
tration. 
witnessed 
locations 


1937 marked the be- 
a new era in the 
sorely needed re- 
State judicial adminis- 
The decade of the 1930's 
serious economic dis- 
with attendant polit- 
|}ical and social unrest. In such 
|}an atmosphere legal institutions. 
and procedures, and the 
personnel responsible for their 
operation are more readily sub- 
ect to attacks from many sides. 
in such times the inefficiencies 
and delays of judicial processes 
cecome tolerable to the 
considerations in 
Justice Van- 
to induce a 
of eminent judges, law- 
yers and law professors in the 
Section of Judicial Administra- 
|}tion of the American Bar As- 
sociation to devote themselves to 
the formulation of recommenda- 
tions for the standards that were 
| necessary to make our procedure 
| workable and thus save our en- 
tire body of law from attack” 
At the Cleveland annual meet- 
ing concluding the 1937-1938 
year of the American Bar As- 
sociation, seven carefully pre- 
pared committee reports were 
unanimously approved with one 
exception in the recommenda- 
tions for appellate practice that 
was recommitted to the Com- 
|mittee. The advocacy of the re- 


courts 





less 
“Such 
Chief 
“combined 


puclic. 
1937,” 
derbilt. 
group 


vis ees 
Savs 


commendations contained in the} 


reports was made a special pro- 
|gram of the Association with 
|committees to be set up in the 
several states to seek their adop- 
tion. 

It was more than coincidence 
that during the vear 1937-1938. 
| when the initial effective efforts 
toward improving judicial ad- 
ministration were made, Arthur 
T. Vanderbilt was president of 
the American Bar Association. 
His record as Chairman of the 


Executive Committee of the Na- 
tional Conference of Judicial 
| Councils. of the Section on judi- 
|cial Administration, and of the 
New Jersey Judicial Council 
foretold what would be the 


prime objective of his term as 
|}president of the American Bar 
| Association. 

|} In 1940 the Association 
; through appropriate committees 
j}and sections embarked on two 
projects—(1l) to promote the 
| program of procedural reform 
adopted in 1938 and (2) to sur- 








“In less populous communities, 
a somewhat different method 
would appear to be more appro- 
priate. The essence of the scheme 
is to have someone available dur- 
ing business hours at an Office, 
through whom the client can 
make an appointment with the 
lawyer who will handle the case. 
The Legal work will actually be 
done by a panel of lawyers serv- 
ing in rotation. 





“Minimum Standards of Judi- | 


Acministration Series. 494 pages | 
| with 3 appendices. Published by | 


| present volume supplies’ 





vey each state to ascertain 


extent to which it measured yu 


to the minimum standards. 











The results of the survey, ir 














terrupted by the war and other 



















wise prolonged for less coger tne 
reasons, constitute the Sui... se 
stance of the book proper. Sinc t 














they still embody the minimw 










































































































standards a useful purpose U 
served by the inclusion of th t 
appendices setting forth ¢ ec 
length the seven reports pre ve 
sented at Cleveland in 1938. ‘ob 
summary of conclusions and r¢ ia 
commendations of the Commi: ni 
tee on Administrative Agencis hi 
and Tribunals (1939) and Georg n: 
Warren’s notable report on Traifer ai 
fic Courts and Justices of th ne 
Peace (1940). O1 
Each of the ten chapter 18 
average less than 50 pages an ve 
could well serve as a handbcc aud 
on the subject covered. Begir§ : 
ning with “Judicial Selectioy 
Conduct and Tenure”, it is sta” T 
ling for one in a state wher ; 
the Governor appoints judgeg Frio 
subject only to confirmation pm +a% 
the state Senate to note that iy s 
35 states judges are still electege?”e¢ 
by popular vote. In — Bcon 
the Business of the Courts” thi te” 
standards of unified judicial syvsge! Wi 
ems, strong judicial councils og! ¢° 
conferences and periodic judiciz r: , 
statistics, exemplified first by thg@'t? 
federal judicial system and mor = 
recently, among the states, vgeec-S! 
New Jersey’s modernized systez i _ 
appear to offer a challenge a ms 
the bench and bar in a larg - ey 
number of states. “Rule Makin: 4 stir 
The Judicial Regulation cf. 
Procedure” shows that a plural ae 
ity of states entrust complei#. 
supervisory rule-making poweg”. 
to the court of last resort. Thi onte 
chapter on “The Selection ant. sta: 
Service of Juries” sets forth. Heir 
numerous items of importancéf, -pe 
e.g. first recommendation franc 
A.B.A., July 1938, “The juror, ya: 
Should be selected by commis$),qjp) 
sioners appointed by the courts ause 
There is a description of tofrom 
Cleveland - Key Number jur# Ina 
selection system, the Knox Comequen 
mittee’s report. the varied an a. I 
numerous methods of jury I sell 


tion, the diverse and_ specifig 
qualifications for jurors amon? 
ine States. Citations and statu 
tory references are 

The state of the law 
state is fully authenticated. Th 
commentaries, survey analysij 
and cited authorities should ho! 
the interest of the reader of 4 
the chapters including those o 


‘Pretrial Conferences”, “Tria 
Practice”, “Traffic Courts”, “Th 
Law of Evidence”, “Appell.t 
Practice”, and “State Adm:n 
istrative Agencies and Tribin 


aS", 
It is, of course understanc# 
able that New Jersey should rit9 
highest among the states in it 
standards of judicial admiris 
tration. However. 
Vanderbilt points 
Bar’s inertia, 
distaste for learning new pri 
tices have accounted for mi 


out that 












Chief Justic4 
ha 
complacence én@ 


ites 
giderak 
ongre 
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ui init 














credit for procedural reform 
most states going to laymen 
He also points out that, “Asid 
from inertia, the greatest b 
stacle to the modernization 0 
judicial administration has b°e 
the lack of complete deta le 
knowledge of what should } 
done in each state to give ; 
reasonably effective proceduré 
system. Such knowledge th 
*, It coe 


too. The in 
th 


so most effectively, 
dividual judge or lawyer, 
libraries of law schools, the or 
ganized Bar and public agencie 
and committees of Bar Assovia 


tions concerned with improvini 


the administration of justice } 


their particular states will fin4 
interesting 


this volume most 
authoritative and useful. 

This work constitutes a signifi 
cant contribution to the caus 
if improved judicial procedure 

Joseph Harrison 
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: Technical Changes Act of 1949 
ain th , a at ae . 
red y by hardship. The operation of this 
ds. Harold Kamens amendment may be illustrated 
and as follows: A in 1928 transferred 
fey, im William Ancier property in trust, retaining a 
other life estate and giving the re- 
COZ€t™# The turmoil and confusion mainder indefeasibly to B and 
SUO@s).sed in the tax field by the re- his heirs. Since the transfer was 
Sind§e,t and now _. well-known! made before March 4, 1931, and 
nimus#y} urch’ and Spiegel: decisions of the only right or interest retain- 
20se My, United States Supreme Court ed by the decedent in the prop- 
of th bas, to a great degree, been alle- erty consists of an estate for his 
th diated by the new tax bill’ ap-/ life, the transfer is not intended 
S prég@roved by President Truman on to take effect in possession or 
, : yber 25, 1949. This bill, known’ enjoyment at or after his death 
(meially as the “Technical within the meaning of Section 
nges Act of 1949,’ proposes, 81l‘c) as amended by this sec- 
he words of the Ways and tion of the bill and the property 
ns Committee, to ‘“remove/is not includible in the gross 
ain inequalities or hardships estate unless the transfer was 


1e present federal tax laws.” 
ough the bill does not 
ige the basic tax law: or tax 
s, it does effect certain modi- 
ions in estate, gift and in- 
> tax laws. 

SECTION 7. 











; sta J Transfers Taking Effect 

wher§ At Death. . 
judceg Prior to 1930, taxpayers found 
ion bg idvantageous to create inter 
hat iivos trusts wherein they re- 
slectegerved to themselves only the 
nagipgncome for life. The case of May 
3’? Heiner’ held that such a trans- 
“e was not taxable as one in- 
cils ge: ded to take effect at death 
idiciae! Congress then enacted a 
oes, enqlution . 921 
by thgalct resolution on March 3, 1931, 
| mor yvercome the effect of this 
es pgpec-Sion and make such trans- 
~?, mers taxable. It was not their in- 
whe ent to have this legislation apply 
-.. -metroactively. The Supreme 
Ba. rourt agreed in Hasset v. Welch 
fakin the language of the joint 
- lution did not have the in- 
see ent to apply retroactively to 
— “Jransfers made before its enact- 
ais ment. However, the Court, some 
» Th ignteen years later, decided that 
1 ans: statutory construction in May 
forty y, Heiner was incorrect and held 
vance m the Church case that property 
nN Ofransferred by the decedent prior 
JUrOl#,) March 4, 1931, should be in- 
NMN$)udible in his gross estate be- 


urts 
f th 


zuse he retained the income 
from the property for life. 

jury In an effort to avoid the con- 
Comgequences of the Church deci- 
anion, many taxpayers would be 
selecqmpelled to surrender their life 
ecifig tes but would undergo con- 
mon rable hardship taxwise. The 
gressional Committee, feel- 
that these persons are en- 
d to rely upon the longstand- 
interpretation in May Vv. 
ier, proposed Section 7 of the 
tax bill to alleviate such 








tatusfo: 
itifu 
eacy 


ing 
titl. 
ing 
Fei 


phen 















made in contemplation of death 
or unless the property falls with- 
in some other subdivision of Sec- 
811. 

This section now makes the 
1931 amendment not only effec- 
tive transfers made before 

also 

that 
dece- 
It does 


tion 


to 
its enactment but 
application of 
to estates of 
12 before 1950. 
ver, Similarly change 
tax treatment of a 
ransfe1 before March 4, 
631. in case the decedent retains 
estate and some 
i rest in the 
Thus, as- 
transferred 
rty i st. retaining a life 
> and giving remainder 
iving at A’s death. In this 
since the property will re- 
vert to A by operation of law if he 
survive B, A has retained 
a life estate. Accord- 
section of the bill did 
ve A’s estate from liabil- 
er the estate tax with re- 
property. Section 
plies to estates of decedents 
February 10, 1939, 
of the enactment of the 
Revenue Code. 
t the 
decision. the Supreme 
Court delved into the question 
of transfers with right of rever- 
sion retained by the transferor. 


as 


nreventsc 
prevents 





oth the life 











property 


In 


1928 





the 


more than 
mol lliall 





spect oO tnis 


aiter 


sicai 


ibesquent O May 


In the cited cases, the Court dis- 
tinguished transfers on their 
language, holding the Klein 


transfer was taxable and the St. 
Louis Unicon Trust Company 
transfers nontaxable. 

The landmark case of Helver- 
ing v. Hallock then came along, 
overruling the latter cases and 
deciding that mere technical 
niceties of language should have 
no bearing on the question of 
taxability where the practical 
result was to allow the decedent 
to retain a reversionary interest. 
The Spiegel case” served to show 
how extreme hardship could be 
caused by these holdings. 
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MORTGAGE LOANS 


of recognized Title Insurance 


=A 


| In this case, Spiegei establish- 
ed a trust when he was 47 years 
old and his three children were 
25, 15 and 13. At his death some 
twenty years later, the children 
; were Still living and there were 
three grandchildren. Despite the 
fact that the corpus of the trust 
would revert to Spiegel only if 
he survived all his children and 
grandchildren, the entire value 
of this property was included in 
his gross estate. Under the estate 
tax law as interpreted at the 
time of the Spiegel decision, the 
full value of property transferred 


by a decedent during his life- 
time is included in his gross 
estate if the following two con- 
ditions coexist: (1) possession 
and enjoyment of the transfer- 


red interest can be obtained only 


by beneficiaries who must sur- 
vive the decedent, and (2) the 
decedent or his estate possesses 
a right or interest in the prop- 
erty. 

The Court held in the case 


that under the law of Illinois the 
decedent possessed a right 

verter and that thereby the full 
value of the property transferred 





by Mr. Spiegel was included in 
his gross estate. As one of the 
dissenting justices pointed out, 
he value to a settlor just prior to 
death of a reverter on a $1.000,- 
000. trust fund would be about 
$70., and the relation $70. to 
$1,000,000. ordinarily) ild be de 
minimus. 

ih Technical Changes Act 

its the application of the Hal- 


of re-! 


lo.k and Spiegel holdings by pro- 
iding that retention of rever- 
sionary interest will n make 
certain past transfe1 taxable 
unless the value of such interest 
is worth more than 5 of the 
value of the property transferred. 

In defining whethe! transfer 
is intended to take effect in 
possession or enjoyment or 
after a transferor’s death and is 
therefore taxable, Section 7(c) 
provides two rules one for 
transfers made prior October 
8, 1949. and a different rule for 
subsequent transfers 

Transfers Made Before 
October 8, 1949. 

If the transfer is made before | 
October 8, 1949 of an interest in- 
tended to take effect in posses- 


sion or enjoyment at or after the 
decedent’s death, the entire val- 


ue of the interest is included in 
auecedent’s gross estate; but the 
application of the rule is restrict- | 


ed to cases in which the decedent 
expressly retained a reversionary 
interest having a value imme- 
diately before the decedent’s 
death in excess of 5% of the val- 
ue of the transferred property. 
If the reversionary interest does | 
not exceed 5% or if it arises by| 
operation of law regardless of its 
value, it will not cause the prop- 
erty to be included in the de- 
cedent’s gross estate to any ex-| 
tent. In~ determining whether 
the value of the reversionary in-| 
terest exceeds 5% ,it is to be com- 
pared with the entire value of 
the transferred property includ-| 
ing interests which are not de- 
pendent upon the survivorship of 


the decedent. Thus, A trans- 
ferred property in trust with the 
income payable to B for B’s life 


with the remainder to X unless 
B predeceases A, in which event 
the property shall return to A, 
and A dies during B's life, the 
value of A’s reversionary interest 


immediately before his death 
shall be compared with the en- 
tire value of the trust corpus 


without deduction of the value of | 


|B’s outstanding life estate. 


The decedent’s reversionary 


interest is to be valued by recog- 


nized valuation principles pur- 


suant to regulations prescribed 
| by the Commissioner of Internal 
|Revenue with the 


approval of| 





| (Continued on page 6. col. 1) | 
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State Official's "Loyaity Oaths” Statutes 
Held Invalid 





Lupreme Court Holds Legislature 
Can’t Alter-Oath Set Out 
in State Constitution 


Four New Jersey laws requiring 
candidates for state’ offices and 
state offceholders to take a so- 
called “loyalty oath” were held 
unconstitutional by the _ state 
Supreme Court. 

Another New Jersey act, re- 
quiring an oath from _ school 
teachers, was not before the 
court for a decision. 

The Supreme Court, sustain- 


ing the Appellate Division of 
Superior Court, held that the 
1949 legislature exceeded its 


authority in prescribing an oath 
required of these candidates and 
officials. The court said that the 
State constitution prescribed an 
oath for public officeholding and 
the legislature could not alter it. 

The majority opinion pointed 
out that officials, legislators and 
‘every other citizen” were “bound 
in their allegiance to the state 
even in the absence of an oath.” 

The invalidated laws required 
State candidates and officehold- 
ers to swear that they belonged 
to no suoversive element and did 
not approve of violent overthrow 


ot our democratic form of gov- 
ernment. 
The test suit resulting in the 


court decision was instituted by 
James Imbrie, Progressive party 
candidate for governor. He con- 
tended that the laws imposed 
“thought control” over voters in 
that any candidate who declined 
to take the oath was to have 
that fact noted after his name 
on the election ballots or voting 
machines. He succeeded last year 
in obtaining a court order bar- 
ring such designations. 

Citing the oaths for members 
of the legislature and other pub- 
lic officiais that are prescribed 
in the Constitution, Vanderbilt's 


opinion says: 


“These two paragraphs of the 
constitution (art. 4, sec. 8 par. 1, 
and art. 7, sec. 1, par. 1) bring us 
to the fundamental question be- 
fore us: Are these oaths embod- | 
ied in the Constitution of 1947 
exclusive as to the members of | 
the legislature and state officers 


|}and therefore beyond the power 


of the legislature to add to, sub- | 
tract from, or in anywise vary? 

“To ask the question is to an-| 
swer it, for if the legislature may | 
alter these oaths or any other} 
provisions of the constitution | 
prescribing the qualifications for | 
office (such as age, citizenship, | 
residence and prohibition from | 
dual office holding) it would to 
the extent of such variance nul- 
lify the constitution. 

“Where the constiution pre-| 
scribes the manner in which an 
officer shall be appointed or 
elected the constitutional pre- 
scription is exclusive and it is 
not competent for the legislature | 
to provide another mode of ob- 
taining or holding office.” 





|New 


In writing the Supreme Court’s 
majority opinion, Chief Justice 
Vanderbilt reviewed the history 
of oaths of allegiance in England, 
the United -States and New 
Jersey. 

“Thus,” he said “there is noth- 
ing in the history of either the 
constitutional convention of 1844 
or of the constitutional conven- 
tion of 1947 that lends counte- 
nance to the idea that the legis- 
lature was authorized to impose 
oaths in addition to those set 
forth in the constitution on the 
classes of public officials covered 
thereby. 

“In the view that we take of 
the exclusive nature of an oath 
prescribed in the constitution, 
chapters 21, 22, 24 and 25 (of 
1949) must be declared uncon- 
stitutional and void.” 


Total County Debts 
Rising 


The amount of money owed by 
New Jersey’s 21 county govern- 
ments is rising. The counties in- 
creased their debt from $93,659,- 
000 in 1947 to $96,550,000 in 1948, 
the latest year for which data are 
available. This is an increase of 
3 per cent. 

These facts are revealed in the 
Jersey Taxpayers Associa- 
tion’s recent study of county fin- 
ances, which points out that pre- 
vious to 1947 there was a down- 
ward trend in county debt. For 
instance, the counties owed $146 
million in 1939. By 1943 this was 
reduced to $114 million and in 
1947, to $93,659,000. Then the debt 
increased in 1948 

The changes varied from a 131 
per cent rise in Burlington to a 
22 per cent decrease in Sussex. 
Fourteen counties either had 
cleaned up their debt or decreas- 
ed it. 
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Technical Changes Act of 1949 


(Continued from page 5) 





the Secretary of the Treasury 
and, of course, without regard 
to the fact of the decedent’s 
death. The term “reversionary 


interest” is defined so as to in-| 


clude both a possibility that the 
transferred property or a por- 
tion thereof may return to the 
decedent or his estate 
possibility that the transferred 
property or a portion thereof 
may pass under the exercise of a 
power of the decedent. 

The application of the amend- 
ment to transfers made prior to 
October 8, 1949, is illustrated by 
the following examples as set 
forth by the Managers on the 
part of the House. 

Example 1. The decedent prior 
to October 8, 1949, transferred 
property in trust giving the in- 
come therefrom to his son for 
life and the remainder to his 
son’s surviving issue. It was fur- 
ther provided that if no issue 
survived his son, the property 
was to revert to the decedent or 
his estate. In this case, neither 
the son nor his issue need to 
survive the decedent in order to 
obtain possession or enjoyment 


of the property. Therefore, the 
transfer is not taxable to any 
extent under Section 81l(c) as 


amended nor under the existing 

rule, the value of the reversion- 

ary interest being immaterial for 

this purpose. 

Example 2. The decedent prior 
October 8, 1949, transferred 

property in trust to accumulate 


the income during his life, and 


to 


at his death to pay the principal 
and accumulated income to his 
son if living; if not, to the de- 


cedent or to his estate. In this 
case, the son cannot obtain pos- 
session or enjoyment of the 
property unless he survives the 
cecedent. Under the amendment 
to the bill, the entire value of the 
transferred property is therefore 
includible in the decedent’s gross 
estate if the value of his rever- 
sionary interest immediately be- 
fore his death exceeds 5% of the 
value of the trust property 


Example 3. The decedent in 
1929 transferred property in 
trust, reserving to himself the 
income for his life with the re- 


mainder to those five named 
grandchildren who survive him. 
The trust instrument specifically 
provided that if none the 
erandchildren survived him, the 
property is to return to him. The 
decedent died in 1948, survived 
by the five grandchildren. Under 
the amendment, the transferred 
property is not includibie in the 


of 


lated Oet 


and a/| 





decedent’s gross estate by reason 
of his life estate since he died 
prior to 1950 nor is it includible 
by reason of his reversionary in- 
terest since its value immediately 


|before his death was less than 
% Of the value of the trust 


property. 
Transfers Made After 
October 7, 1949. 

Transfers made after October 
7, 1949, are governed by this two- 
fold rule: 1. An interest in prop- 
erty transferred by the decedent 
is includible in his gross estate if 
possession or enjoyment of the 
property can, through ownership 
of such interest, be obtained 
only by surviving the decedent. 
2. An interest in property trans- 
ferred by the decedent after 
October 7, 1949, shall be included 
in his gross estate if, under alter- 


nate contingencies provided by 
the terms of the transfer, pos- 
session or enjoyment of the 


property can, through ownership 
of such interest, be obtained only 
by surviving the earlier to occur 
of (1) the decedent’s death or 
(2) some other event; and such 
other event did not in fact occur 
during the decedent’s life. The 
application of the amendment to 
transfers made after October 7, 
1949, is illustrated by the follow- 
ing:” 

Example 1. The decedent, after 
October 7, 1949, transferred prop- 
erty in trust providing for 
estate for life in his daughter 
and a remainder to the children 
of the daughter. No part of the 
property includible The 
daughter can possess and enjoy 
the property through ownership 
of the life estate without 

The 


an 


1S 


sur- 
viving the decedent. T same Is 
true of the daughter’s children 
with respect their remainder 
interest. 

Example 2. The decedent, 
October 7, 1949, transferred prop- 





to 


aiter 


erty in trust to pay the income 
to his wife during her life anc 
at her death to pay the corpus 


to the decedent if living, and ii 
his children. The d 
cedent was survived by his wife. 
The transferred property, less 
the outstanding life estate in the 


vife is inecludible in the de 


not, to Gec- 


-cedents 





ross estate and the children 
nnot obtain possession or en- 
yviment of the propetty through 
nership of their interest ex- 


ent surviving the decedeni. 

Example 3. The decedent, after 
October 7, 1949, transferred 
property in trust to accumulate 
the income during his life and at 
his death to distribute the princ- 
ipal and accumulated income to 
his son or the son’s estate. While 


by 
ter 


‘ ' | 

ther decedent has retained no! pus of the trust be payable to! 
his children upon his death, the} 
/husband giving certain rights in| 
session or enjoyment of the prop-| the trust to his wife, such as a/ 


right or interest in the property, 
the transfer is taxable since pos- 


erty cannot be obtained except 
by survivivng the decedent. 
Example 4. The decedent, after 
October 7, 1949, transferred prop- 
erty in trust providing for pay- 
ment of the income to his wife 
until her death, at which time 
the corpus was to revert to the 
decedent if living at his wife’s 
death, and if the decedent was 
not then living, it was to pass to 
X or to X’s estate. The decedent 
was survived by his wife, his son 
and X. Neither the _ interest 
transferred to the wife nor to 
the son is includible in the de- 
cedent’s estate since each 
could, through ownership of his 
interest, obtain possession or en- 
joyment of this property even 
though the decedent i 


2TOss 


Was ilving. 





The interest transferred to X, 
however, is includible under Sec- 
tion 811 since X’s possession 
or enjoyment of the proper ii 
it materializes, could be obtained 


viving the decedent 


only by sur 
Example 5. The decedent, after 


October 7, 1949, transferred prop- 


erty in trust to accumulate the 
income until his son reached the 


> decedent’s 
to OC- 
wo events, the 

the corpus. The 


occur- 


age ol 


prior deat 


cur 





of son 
was to 


decedent de 


Alf itl 1dCt 























red before attained the 
age of 30 fer is taxable 
since tl obtain pos- 
SessiO! rf yyme only | 
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SECTION 6. 





Reciprocal Trusts 
Section 6 of the act relates t 
he tax-minimizing device 

creation of reciprocal trusts. In 


such cases, it was found expedi- 
ent for a husband to establish 
the cor- 


a trust providing that t 








BRIGADIER BAR REVIEW COURSE 


56th COURSE CONDUCTED FEBRUARY 27th TO MAY 1, 1950, 
NEWARK, N. J. — SIX DAYS PER WEEK — 3 HOURS PER DAY 


Preparation for May 1950 bar exams for attorneys and counsellors 
and reire:her course of New Jersey law for practicing lawyers 


Limited Curriculum of All Pleading and Practice Courses and 
Evidence Available to Candidates for Speciai Counsellors’ Exam 

The lectures and material have been completely revised so as to meet the 
scope and the requirements of the new type of bar examinations. The 
cover all subject matter required for future examinations as outlined by the State 
Board of Bar Examiners. 

Lectures are supplemented with the fcllowing material: 


1) Twenty-six Question and Answer Booklets containing several thousand previous bar exam- 
ination questions. Each booklet contains the questions that have been given in the past in 
relation to a particular subject, answered with reference to the New Jersey cases and dis- 
closing the present state of the law with respect to the particular problem 

1) Printed text on Negotiable Instruments and related subjects, Sales of Goods, Conditional 
Sales, Chatte! Mortgages, Trust Receipts and Real Property, including all pertinent statutes 
annotated with leading case decisions in New Jersey and commentaries upon the various 
statutory sections 

3) A commentary on the new rules governing the practice and procedure in the courts of New 
Jersey as amended to date. This commentary includes the new rules of practice and proced- 
ure in the Supreme, Superior and County Courts annotated with case dec s to date. and 
comments setting forth the background of the former practice, the cha nade _by the 
new rules and presenting the various problems that have arisen and il se in the con- 
struction, interpretation and application of the new rules of pra ti al emphasis has 
been placed upon an integrated presentation of the new practice. This commentary contains 
several hundreds of pages of text material 

(4) A comparative copy of the New Jersey Constitutions of 1844 and 1947 showing at a glance the 


changes and additions that have been made by the adoption of the new Constitution, 
Fee for lectures and material $125.00 
ENROLLMENTS NOW BEING ACCEPTED 
It is recommended that students enroll immediately and obtain 
mence their study prior to the opening lecture. Seats are assigned in 
Complete details may be had upon request to 


MAURICE C. BRIGADIER, ESQ. 


26 Journal Square, Jersey City 6, N. J. 


lectures 







their material and com- 
> order of enrollment 


Phone: JO. Sq. 2- 











‘general power to invade the cor- 


pus, the power to change the, 


beneficiaries, or the power to 
change the amount which the 
beneficiaries would receive. Con- 
currently, or a short time after 
the creation of this trust, the 
wife would also establish a trust 
with equivalent assets, vesting in 
her husband powers equivalent 
to those which he vested in her. 
The settlors thereupon paid the 
proper gift taxes to the govern- 
ment. By this device, the settlors 
could transfer property to their 
heirs and still retain effective 
contro] during their lives, paying 
the gift tax rather than the es- 
tate tax. The Treasury Depart- 
ment, prior to 1949, accepted 
such gift taxes and, it is claimed, 
asserted occasional deficiencies, 
thereby causing taxpayers to be- 


lieve reciprocal trusts legitimate 





tax devices. 
In 1940, the Circuit Court oi 
Appeals for the Second Circuit 


n Lehman v. Commissioner’ de- 














sided that the nominal grantors 
n he as OI | oy 3 TO al rustS 
e to be int hanged f 1 
roe In h ase t 
scussed abo he hus is 
ld e tl antor o 1e 

fe antor of the t1 
r I 1uskand. In Yr 
hus 1d is considered 





he gift 
srovides that 
nent Willi no 
the rurpose of 


having been made in conte 
tion of death. but only if the pe 
son who made relinquish- 


ment died afte: uary 10, 1939, 












Fe 


he date of the enactment of the 
nternal Revenue Code 


Exemption from the Additional 
Estate Tax of Certain Members 
of the Armed Forces 
Section 10 of the act. which 
was added by floor amendment, 
zrants relief to estates of s 
men of World War II similar 


to 







that granted to estates of ser- 
vicemen of World War I from the 
revenue acts in effect at that 
time. Under the present sec- 


tion, the estates of members of 
the armed forces are exempted 
from the additional estate tax, 
provided the serviceman died af- 
ter December 6, 1941. and before 
Januaty 1, 1947. while in the! 
armed services and in active ser- 
vice. In addition, the service- 
man must have been killed in 
action or must have died as a 
result of wounds or other injur- 
ies or of disease suffered in line 
of duty by reason of a hazard to 
which he was subjected as an 
incident of his service. This ex- 
emption does not apply to the 
basic estate tax law of 1926 but 
it does completely exempt estates 


| of servicemen from federal estate 





Lehman v. Commissioner, 109 F2 99. | 


18 ! z 
40-1 U.S.T.¢ Par. 9198. 


Passaic Bar Offering 
Greup Hospitalization | 
To Members 




















The Passaic County Bar As¢ 
sociation is undertaking grou; 
hospitalization enrollment wit 


the Hospital Service Plan of New 


Jersey, for its members desirin 
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hospitalization insurance. Th 
association had previously ar@ 














ranged for individual contracté# 






between its members and th 
Plan. However, in order to effec! 
a premium saving for its mem: 
oers, the association will acce 
a group billing contract from th 
Plan under which it will be bille 
for all the members joining, an 
the members turn 
their pre 
the Association. The group bil 
ling arrangement is conditioned 
upon an enrollment of 40% o 
the Associations members in tng 


Plan. 
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80% through credit tor 
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Section 3. Charitable Contribu 
tions by Corporations 
Section 3 of il] fers 


of the bill re 






bec ing 
1942 


axacie years 
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Sections 1, and 
Section 1 of the bill 
the need of rs 





taxes li 





y January 
of the calendar year insteac 4 
ua 15. Section 2 clarifi 





sinati 1 af 
1lInation Of a 


the red 
er’s United States taxes 
case of tax credit by foreign cc 
try. Section 4 renders trans‘et 
between corpora io 
ind its nominee or between suc 
nominees exempt from sten 
taxes, and Section 5 relieves 
employee from taxation in 
year an employer's contribu ic 
made to a non-exempt 
which was designed to purci.as 
annuities for the employee. 


TAX WORKSHOP COURSE 


Prepare — Qualify for 
New Taz Practice 


SPRING SESSION—1950 
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of stock a 


1s 





@ Analysis and Research in Federd 
Taxation 

@ Research Problems in Taxatioa 

@ Fundamentals and Principles ¢ 
Federal Taxation (lst half—incivi 
duals, income and deduction 

@ Fundamentals and Principles ¢ 


Federal Taxation (2nd half—cot 
Porations, partnerships, estcte 
and miscellaneous) 


Write or Telephone for Bool:let 


Approved School Under G. 1. Bill 
Director Jess J. Lappner, B.S., LL.B 
50 BROADWAY Whitehall 3-219! 
Five Minutes from Hudson Terminal 
*Registered by Univ. of State of N.Y. 
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a TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
ti: reto set my hand and’ af 
fficia at ‘Tre 
Pennie dak. dae ot Psconter 
thousa ne I 
and forty-nine 
ui LLOYD B. MARSH, 
LJ ve 9g, J 5. 12 ‘19 £16.86 
re 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
2 ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
)€ ‘ to whom these presenta may cume 
wd ur-etir 


EREAS, It appears to my satisfactio. 

























MJ authenticated record of the proceea 
z le voluntary dissolution therevi 
¥ wus ¢ of all the stock 
Oide-s, deposited in my office, that 

) NI YORK TECHNICAL INSTITUTD 
Tation of is State, whose priucipa 
tuate Ne 22 Gree St 
ark, County of Essea 

(R ert Rotht 
and in charge therevi 
may be served), ha 





uirements of Title 14 
of Kevised Statutes 
in to the issuing 





t e my said office as provi ¥ law. | 
IN LLSLIMONY Wiikkbor, 5 | 
have hereto set my hand and af | 

| 


fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
. this thirty-first day of December, 
Sea A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
forty-nine. 
LLUYD B. 





MARSH, 


ae - Secretaru of State. 
‘.—Jan. 19, 26, Feb. 2 $12.80 











Some American History and the Indian 
Titles in New Jersey 


By Albert Schwartz 


titles to land in 


The Indian 
New Jersey are of passing legal 
intere to New Jersey lawyers. 


nteresting to view the 
effect of the relinquishing of the 
l titles upon Amari- 
Before we can see 











h a background is 
n Cessa. 

Ne Jersey, in Indian, Schey- 

i as inhabited by an in- 

de} nt tribe of the Algon- 

quins called the “Lenape” or 

Lenni Lenape”. The Lenape were 

li d ir three subtribes, 

M Unami and Unilachtigo, 

name having different 

|»! Hudson was the leader 


J 
Dutch penetration of 











N. 3 Staten Island and N. J. 
The D organized the “West 
In Compan for the ex- 
] tio ‘olonization of 
N Net! ds”. Preliminary 
iZati was finally com- 

1623 and a somewhat 

fini rea was formally 

t] tates General 

N nds in Europe into a 

f ithout designation o! 

The Charter of Free- 

id Exemptions of 1629 

he West Indies Com- 

i s its bid for col- 

) ! he following 











) F* 25 
sle Indians and 
S( of 20. Eleven 
Ss aros this cruel 
S oht but no match 
ell a whites and 
l Indians were slain. Peace 


vas concluded April 22, 1643 by 








Ora 1 Sachem of the Ach- 
kinheshody. Troubles continued, 
d by a peace signed in 
645 and a general peace in 1649. 
y early on the morning of 
Se 15. 1655, 64 canoes filled 





Indians landed on Man- 
Isla The warriors 
through the 
P was sporadic 
a he day. Toward 
200 more Indians joined 
igi band and three 
n and as many red men 
1. The Indians then 


NN 
oU 





during 


Y 


tidal 








d over to Pavonia in New 
to Staten Island. 
killed about fifty whites 





and carried off eighty men, wo- 
men and children. In this out- 
break. the Atrasemus and Hack- 
ensack, part of the Unilachtigo, 


precaution, 


e 








-onspicuous actors. It was 
last expiring effort of the 
ians near New York to check 
of the Dutch. The 
delivered the persons 
of mistreatment 
powder and lead. As a 

a blockhouse was 
hin sight of the In- 


aavance 
alans 


tn no signs 





rected wit 


dians near Hackensack. In 1679 
there was only one Indian family 


in 


1 the whole territory embraced 
the limits of Passaic, Clif- 














ton and Paterson, south of the 
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Adu 
M Lesnik. 4 
1060 B Ss Newark, J 
LJ J S. 2 Feb: 2, 9,-1¢ $9.88 








Passaic River. In 1710 M 
ceem claimed to be the 

Sachem of all the nations 
Remopuck River, the West 
East branches thereof: on 


meres- 
sole 

on 
and 
Sad- 


dle River; Pesque:k River; Na- 
rashunk Riv Fackensack River 








and Tappan d with 
three other red men in conveying 
th r or northwestern 


the upper 
present Bergen 





parts 


Passaic 


Ol 


ounties. These deeds were ap- 
ved by the tribes interested 
and by the Six (5! Nations 


The 


‘t Ol 


title of the northwestern 


New Jersey 


he walking purchase 1737. 
This was a very unf oceed- 
ing whereby certain lines were 
drawn which according to the 
etter of the bargain uld be 
laimed. but could not be isti- 
fied. This included part of Penn- 
sylvania and north Nev 


The 


ana 


Indian ere not 
said it nialr. 


fooled 











The Pompton Indi not 
recognize the lines - 
ied to occupy their 
The Six (5) Nations, Iroquois, 
ere the only nations in the con- 
ine} United St oO 
he Mississippi, not rt of th 
Algonquins. TI Ir ert 
onsistently the alli Eng- 
ish. Because of tl | san- 
ship. the Algonquin ided and 
tought with the French. This 
hange of allegia th 
defe Ge ra 
175503 f ) 





rl 1s! qaelteat as to 
oin the French a1 nerally 
nsecure frontier in Virgini id 
-ennsvivania wa 

Willis Penn } 0 
al the Algonqui I sent 
his Indian ward N Castle 
iS amvcassaaor ( SUi€ 
Srcught Teedyusc ea 
War Trumpet” « es 
yack with hin Jig ee: 
reaty party in E Penn- 
‘lvania, in 1756. The party sat 
gain in 1757. At thi Tee- 
lyuscung made ;& rious 
-omplaint against Ne Jersey 


It was rence to that land 

the northwe I of the 
state which had been unf ] 
aken by the walkin ; 


asked William Penn to inter 






in 
ester} 
alrly 


He 


ede 
with the Governor of New Jersey 
The Delaware hostilit d to 


be removed because English 
expedition was bein:z anized 
to take Fort Du Quesne. And that 
is the central point of the pic- 
ture. Fort Du Quesne; Pittsburg; 


George Washington 
of General F 


Colone!] 
t I 1e 


on 


staf rbes; in 


‘command of a complete regi- 
ment; were waiting for the 
satisfaction of the Indian title 


to land in New Jersey. Whether 
General Forbes could have 
ceeded without the Algonquins 
is a moot question, but the great 
activity by both and 
French in their search for these 
Indian allies is the answe! 
Pursuant to Teedy 
charge, a treaty was ma 
the New Jersey Indians at C 


Ssuc- 


-ung’s 
with | 


ress- 


wicks in 1757. Another meeting 
was held in February 1758 and 


then in August 1758, a cor 
was held at Burlington 
the Indians agreed to release all 
their rights to land in New Jer- 
sey. The Pompton were still ab- 
sent although invited 

Finally on October 8, 1758 the 
council of peace met at Easton, 
Pennsylvania. Forbes and Wash- | 
ington were waiting for the word | 
to launch the final attack. Pres 


1ierence 
There 





| 
a 
| 
| 
} 


LAY PRINTERS, 


{30 CEDARST. NEW YORK 
REeter 2-2544 





| knew 


Seeks Legislative Validation of New York City 


' Eviction Control Law 

Question of whether the Shar- 
key law, even if validated by the 
| state legislature, is in illegal con- 
flict with federal laws has not 
been determined by the courts. 
Litigation on this point is pend- 


ing. 


New York (ACCN) — Early val- 
idation of New-¥o2k City’s muni- 
cipal rent-eviction control law 
will be sought from the state leg- 
islature, it was announced by 
Mayor O'Dwyer. 

The local law was declared un- | 
‘onstitutional by the state Court 
of Appeals as inconsistent with| 


Bankruptcies 


























BUONO I < IST) Parke AN Ma 
the ‘state's civil practice. act gov=| FOr: vel: ae see” ren 
erning evictions. IY ANDREA, Mich & Charles 

Ind. & t/ Py Andrea Rest t 

Known as the Sharkey eviction| 3): fi": eee 
control law, the local measure re—| ssstts FeO ee: ee eae nate aa 
guired landlords, regardless of John Ro Met 10 
rent increase authorizations by) 'i4. Adolph B., a/k/a Adolpne ea 
the office of the national housing| esisu, 1 Mazel Ave., West Orange: vol. 
xpediter, to seek and obtain cer-| ians & Cahill; Sor Charies AL Stanzial 
ificates from the city temporary) joj.) pop ive. tose ; Edge Mkt 
housing rent commission before} 3, femme St. Paterson: v 7a 
putting into effect any increases| Cunill: solr. John’ €. Guyet: 1-9 , 
above the levels of March 1, 1960.) C845 Products Comp... 291 Beery 
It also barred evictions of tenants} solr. Sanford Si 1-12 
for failure or refusal to pay such | CREENLE® Asse 6 ieee ee ie 
increases without certification by! phat ne PRE GL egestas 
he local commission. ssets $5,487 idie Shop, liah, 36 

TACOBOWLTZ. M 77 | oh 
ent at Easton were Teedyuscong,; +‘) Swe" : Mee eeniies act 
the Governor of Pennsylvania). Harry G. Col Lt 
and his staff, the governor of | tun: voll: link. S7.301.005 assets S834 
New Jersey and his staff, twelve} ion. ‘fa * oa" : 
Indian Nations. The charge that, “3!). Sil. os Van It Beda Ben 
the people of New Jersey had Wee & Cahill P Pipi 
wronged the Delawares put Gov-| Maic. S Van | St. J 
ernor Bernard on the spot. As} }/)° \\ Se Cait of. Dasa 
the main object of the council] , Vii) .'' , , D 
was to enlarge the English in-; * fis Bl p NYG Newethas es 
fluence over the widely extended} tans & Cahill: “solr. 2 L. 4 ki 
Indian nations against the con-} <n. Nar. tion, 272 No. Broad St 
stant efforts of the French emis-| -(7y25"5;.“\ Wealane & Gal 
saries, the Delawares had to be} Jk}, Sea ; ? 
pacified. Governor Bernard in- rk b. SH44.50 
quired of Teedyuscong the na-| \%, 1d 7 
ture of his demand. The answer | PHILLIPS, | RE, arts 
was that the nothern part of pefe. Wee & | In 14 
New Jersey contained land which | seityowrrz, A 7 St.. N 
Teeduscong claimed. In settle- \ k Cahil AE 
ment, a line was drawn from the] . hw" ight 
Delaware to the falls of the north | Heutes 24 & 6. 1 
branch of the Raritan River and | soxna SO 1 
then to Sandy Hook as its) Mt? sn We Cahill hfs 
southern boundary. Governor} »,Vj.,i0°'%) ry e 
Bernard offered $800.00 in gold eed a latiel Sek Pisa ark 
Spanish coin. Teedyuscong de- ford Si 14 


manded $1,000.00 and it was ac- 
‘epted. The Pompton Indians 
were present at this council and 
approved the Treaty of Burling- 
ton. Deeds were executed by five 
Indians appointed by the Dela- 
ware Nation for all of New Jersey 
south of the Paoqualin moun- 
tain, along the Delaware River 
to the Falls of Looinetung on the 
north branch of the Raritan 
River and then down to Sand 
Hook. Another deed was made by 
the chiefs of the Munsey and 
Woppings or Pomptons, sixteen 
in number, for all of New Jersey | 
north of that line. 

There was other business at} 
the conference which proceeded 
satisfactorily. The signing of the 
treaty was the signal for the} 
advance of Forbes expedition. By | | 
the time he got to Fort Du-|! 
Quesne in November, the French 
of the defection of the 
Algonquins. They burned Fort 
Du Quesne and retreated with- | 
out a battle. 
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27 B A E c No 494-U Henry Suretsky t als. v Weimer Storage Co.. Inc 
wNO 4 -U e yy < ts et als ‘Ss elm ? = 2 , 
FEB. 3 A B C D Frank Cohn : Greenveld — C. Parker Morgan 
Je 10 E A B Cc No. 744 Plainfield Iron & Metal Co. vs. Knapp Mills. Inc 
ete — —— ————$——————— . re Sachar — Milton, McNulty & Augelli 
No. 560-U Samuel Greenblatt vs. Carl R. Dence 
Hudson County Pretrials George F. Hetfield — Norman J.- Abrams 
on d > i No Elizah Henkins vs. Grataie Bros., Inc 
oo S » Before Judge Drewen erman M. Wilson — Cox & Walburg 
Before Judge Brennan ne ny a 1 Feb.2 Feb. 3) N°: 564-U Anna Krasner vs. Anthony Diana 
Jan. 30 Jan. 31 Feb.1 Feb.2 Feb. 3 — . pon ns 50 9144, 610 Sanderson & Engle Lahey & Gockeler 
: 2 pate so 230 219 239 é No. 769 Edward Bonavito vs. Merchants Indemnity Corp 
2344 = 2362 578 597 605 2364) 2351 2193 2291 1567 Wiliiam E. Holmwood — Ryan & Saros - Stryker. Tams & Horner 
2348 223: 621 644 607 604 2171 9370) 994] 2041 No = U a Sa = ag s a 
7 53° sa Kod - aide Herbert J. Kenari arkav : Lieb 
2365 2275 517 2273 532 23 7 2192 2377 2295 2077 | No. 812 Frank E Rickoate ck ons <b Read mekiie Co & R. Faas 
996 9 237 2197 568 : Sane 58 9297 ongs Charles Otto — J. G. Flanagan 
2368 2110 _e anor 9190 2162 2235 2380 2326 2059 | No. 566-U Olga Surman vs Andrew P picz, et als 
2167 «2111 +2169 2382 2129 9100 2123 2219 2357 <i Jerome Alper Mayer & Mayer 
2178 2102 2236 2153 2143 9109 2988 9126 2989 ___| No. 823 Harvey E. Mole vs. Clifton Grill, Inc 
ied * “ o4e GG0e ae Mante! iug > arty 
2209 2276 «2002 579. = ——} 5445 9393 «575 «= «548_«=S ——| No. 567-U Mary Caivano, et cis. ve Joseph Matyko, et als 
2214 2311 2142 2239 —— aes “BES 2287 2901 = Milton A. Feller Hueston & Frank 
2139 612 2301 i —_—— Hi aa 9122 No. 830 Otto Schulz vs. William W. Bolmer 
apace s tae 506 216 22 2122 A Lyness & Bedell Sanderson & Engel 
504 2334 (2281 2127 == | 2255 2124 2319 2354 ____| No. 568-U Lillian Tietz. et als. vs. Somerset Bus Co., In 
rao OY ‘ 2163 Semcase mis aes RE pies Edmund J. Kiely Charles A. Rooney 
ee — — 2256 2147 2154 = 2117 = No. 897 H. & M. Picard; Kippax & Jackson vs. James & Helen Curtis 
602 2225 2332 614. —— 2968 593 2250 2282 _— O'Brien, Brett & O'Brien — Markley & Broadhurst 
613 2234 2188 2095 — 9970) 619 2177 2363 i No — nga E ide vs gloseph Catapano. et als 
rc Q9A7 99017 91° ~ . ow SIU iaNCVY & iancy Milton reiman 
589-2347 2317 2120 ——" 2296 2383) =6.2237)—Ss 2229 —| No. 906 - No. 1264 Helen & Jas. Ryan vs. Ruth and John Connolly 
296 =2383 
600 2096 2349 2372 ed 99. John T. Glennon Budd & Larner 
2244 Spe - EG No. 571-U Marion S. Toabe, et als. vs. Grand Avenue Corp 
Before Judge Proctor Siler: Julies Coolahan fe William Berger : ea M. ere 
‘oh 2 Feb. 2. No. 911 Flora Ryno vs. C. Abbot Beling - E. Golda 
Jan. 30 Jan. 31 Feb.1 Feb.2 Feb.3) Jan. 30 Jan. = groan —* gr Metro & Rodino — William Braun - J. F. Ryan 
p a one: 29R 2378 = =2320 = 2207 32. 2141 | No. 573-U Thelma Curry, et als. vs. Public Service Co-Ord. Transp 
2341 2306, 2271 2063) 2226 2340 2322 2211 2160 2152 Harris N. Goldberg Carl T. Freggens 
2179 576 2105 2458) 2343 2012 2007 “603 9125 9953 No — ee a = were < Sgeyihed et i 
s a ss , we Z vA a vo na « oo ugene . AIPK ueston 4 ran © orman & orman 
2186 = 581-2328 2841) = 999) 31892196 2337-2208 :~—« 2279 No. 939 Michael Sasso vs. George B. Harte 
2145 2217 «2106-2254 1028 9999 31132379 «2258«—« 2087, Dreskin & Dreskin - A. Sutlvan — Cox & Walburg - Ryan & Saros 
2156 ©2308 «2128 +9280 2304 ick kay. oaks ome ee ee ee eer a Lewin ee 
ae pare ase 2292 547 =. 2151 2265 2352 Jack L. Ho!stein — Anton A. Vit, Jr 
2246 82367) «=2132 =. 2307 2182 50 9976 9315 629 90989 | No. 943 London & Company. Inc. vs. Pennsylvania Railroad - Lehigh Warehouse 
2299 +2232 «2135 2116 2324 nate pond goo ven ead Max I Rosenstein Strong & Strong é ; 
i = ce . ee ann ) 2294 opus) i) 215 NO. levo LONE sian malicoad 0. VS. J 1erican oncrete -21pe oO 
2127 2244 2146 2247 2264 2164 2998 2157 2359 587 Lum, Fairlie & Foster Herrizel, Lindabury & Herrigel 
596 2305 2293 606 2366 co ey woe gnga | No. 952 Jefferson Credit Corp. vs. Fred Conde t/a Marcond Bods 
609 2309 632 2325 99() 2345 39.2172 294 17 209% H. Dick Cohen Haroid D. Feuerstein ; : . 
ele eet aaa Spee 2266 239 2376 77 2155 | No. 1218 Eula, Robert & Katherine Gates vs. Public S Co-Ord ransp 
986 594 2339 2195 2104 = = oe a 4 Harry Cohn Carl T. Freggens 
9 226 code Jae of Jur 10. 5835- Jack Russell vs. Steve Nemsak 
601 2204 597 2361 2300 on pote 0383 9959 2121| \” Joseph M. Fe See ae eee at Wamois 
919 220¢ yA « 20 ode 2146 ‘ pn i inberg ve n 
508 628 2206 622 2313 eR wa Snot ; 2910 9119 | No. 584-U_ Bruce L. Dunekack (Int Louis Rivellini, Jr 
618 2960 9999 2114 2136 2285 — 2216 ~ William P. Taub Hugh F. Deherty 
4 iG gg emmS eee 584 2099 22212176 = 2840 No. 589-U Warren J. Coddington vs. Robert D'Amoto. et als 
592 590 2231 2130 585 ae Henry Hande!mar zeorge D. McLaughlin 
=z z a4 623 2165 <> i 0. 761-U Lester N. Simmons vs. Robert H. Steele 
aise Before Pea diese x anes Roswell S. Nichols. Jc. —— Moses & Caiman 
— _ Jan. 30 Jan. 31 Feb. 1 Feb.2 Feb.3 N° “Harold. Bo: ‘don ee Ri Ay Ping 
THOMAS CIFELLI a ae, Sa eee SO) = _ 
1B. LLB, JD 2353 2360 2194 1030-2203 LEGAL NOTICES West Hudson Bar Dinner 
REGISTERED PATENT AND 2131 2200 2084 = 1031 2330 ; ; Meetin 
TRADE-MARK ATTORNEY 213 2093 «2108 2333 939 | —_ 1 peas , 9 
605 Broad Street 2274 2257 2166 2088 = 2112] ,.. a 4, iKar SALINE eee iy tT ls ' 
Newark 2, N. J. 2310 2269 «2168 2277 «= 2228) Pn WiLilam dite k,| The next meeting of the West 
MArket 3-4190 9312 2314 2283 2373 2266 : is ii | Hudson Bar Association will be 
9949 2174 535 2187 2972 xis ti! a dinner meeting and will be held 
= cote “ Dou ad —— z ! It 5 . : . are 7 
oz 620 2267 2290 630 2150 ir | at O'Hara’s Riverside Grill, River 
NORMAN N. POPPER 2185 2201 2342: -2094 2252 : gg: '- Road, Kearny, N. J. on Tuesday 
2202 2329 2184 2242 588 2 ¥ ') evening, January 24, 1950 at 7:00 
REGISTERED PALENT 9940 2014 2318 2170 2375 : alt tue subtly P.M. 
ATTORNEY 2158 2091 2118 2159 2316) WarkeN tener: 4 The officers for the year 1950. 
17 Academy St. Newark 2, N. J. 2149 2212 ©2103 583 = Be Agee ea a who were elected in December 
Mitchell 2-1406 9302 2090-213 59] 627 od noe S will be installed. They are: Presi- 
Services available to attorneys only Se dent, Frank G. Masini; Vice 
= Hudson County Weekly on icscey war ihn’ [lt President, Gerald A. Caruso; | 
Call Paris Y WILLTAM HI "ie Treasurer, Frederick J. Gassert: 
1 s , ee v oof sseXx lis : 
CAN A LAYMAN CONDUCT |! - Surrog Be <uet Secretary, Michael J. Bruder. | 
AN INVESTIGATION? | The following Superior and > sett sid ; = ee pig d 
4 rey xh ! s tbe : Inne, will reside at the} 
Longstreet Detective | County Court cases will be called | «ise. ty exh bape | a l Ri | 
| in Judge Brennan's Court on Fri- cainet the os . meeting an insta ation. 
Bureau /day January 20 for trial in the “eer tin sernting or teuvering | The membership of the Asso- 
ORange 4-8195 |week beginning Monday, Jan- pele REA ee a i AL ATA ciation will be addressed by 
519 Main St., East Orange, N. J. [| uary 23, 1949 in the following [))!*. f rn Aes : Harry Sommers, Counselor at 
| order: Newark 2. N. J Law and Registered Patent At- 
| * ! Q “ ' c . 
= | 1978 - 2837 - 1890A TODA ee es torney of long experience. 
Licensed and RKonded by the State of N. J. | (1752-2719) - 2800 - 1805 - 1781 = oe = aera 
ALBERT W. BIDDULPH |) 5731 - 1745 - 1803 - 1929 - 2759) esrare or wary A ic ae meas ESTATE OF WESTON EDWARD TROM 
DETECTIVE AGENCY || 1999 - 2748 - 2763 - 2772 - 2245 the order of WI HUCK. # WILLIAM HUCK, 
= ‘ + tic investigators }| 1634 - 2011 - 2213 - 2047 - 2013 
Constable Service - Armed momar 2061 - 2065 - 2031 - 2036 - 2054 
ELiz. 2-7160—Day 1143 E. Jersey St. - a ay = ~ Cat fiat 
Westfield 2-5588-R Suite 201 1874 - 2818 - 1857 - 1863 a ; 
After 5:00 P.M. . Elizabeth, N.J 1884 - 1644 - 1916 - 1861 - 18 1 
onan a cee ne ae - 80 - 78 - (401-961) - 525) for 
ome = ET 1018 ” aa 545 50 523 | > sal e subscriber 
: 546 - 513 - 529 - 545 - 550 - 923) ae FRANCIS KEATING 
LICENSED Elizabeth 2-3359 560 - 574 - 526 - 537 - 378 - 502 | H. KEATING & KEATING, “Attorneys 
BONDED 2-2151 }| (573-599-2213) - 397 - 570 - 567| | Fast Orange Nod 
= “s cf aie ..J.—Jan. 19, 26 2, 9, 16 
“3 569 - 1011 - 524 - 510 - 512 - 511) ___ 


Hanus Detective Agency 


Suite 601-602 
1143 E. Jersey St., Elizabeth, N. J. 
CHARLES HAN 


US, Principal 











499 - 517 - 436 - 435 - 456 - (422- 
966) - 431 - 765 - 474 - 469 - 481 


449 - 414 - 480 - 1871 - 1910 - 1880] Hirsua 


1930 - 1937 - 1995 - 1747 











t STOCK CERTIF 


Ss Broadway 


ICATE BOOK 


1 $T°CK TRANSFER LEDGER 
{ DESK SEAL — 1 DURABLE BOX 


Printed N. J. Minutes—S1.00 Additiensi 
We Pay Postage 


CONTINENTAL STATIONERY CO., Inc. 
PRINTERS — snUnane -- eemnanannans 


COrtiandt 7-5744 


CORPORATION OUTFITS 


t DE LUXE 3/,x11 MINUTE BOOK WITH BOOSTER LOCK 


$4400 








New Vert ” 






January 16, I! 
I DICKSON. de 








der of WILLTAM HU 
- : rela 


al the ‘ 
HELEN SIGLER 








TOYCE vd sti i Attorneys 

2 Broad "Stre 

Bloomfield, x J 

L.J Jan. 19. 26. Feb. 2. 9. 16 
CONSULT 


Z. H. POLACHEK 
Reg. Patent Attorney 
1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N. ¥. 


Phone: LO. 5-3088 











Offices in Mexico Over 30 Yeat 
E. DEAN FULLER 
24 W. 40th, N.Y.C. Penn. 6-6/4 










$ 

















Mitchell 2-7875 


TITLE INSURANCE 


W: offer the service of a sound NEW JERSEY 
company engaged in the examination and insur- 
ance of titles to real estate in New Jersey. 


LAWYERS-CLINTON TITLE INSURANCE 
COMPANY OF NEW JERSEY 
A New Jersey Corporation—ORCANIZED 1828--Serving New Jersey 
7 NELSON PLACE ops. tnes Covary Mell of Record: NEWARK, N. J. 


Rates on Request 












































